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Porter Ranch, CA 91326 
Telephone: (818) 400-4485 
Facsimile: (818) 428-1384 
jon@jonbirdt.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff Robert Thomson 

 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 

 
ROBERT THOMSON, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
TORRANCE POLICE DEPARTMENT and 
THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY SHERIFFS 
DEPARTMENT, 
 
                                   Defendants. 

 ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 CASE NO.  2:11-cv-06154-SJO-JC 
 
PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 

_____________________________________ ) 
 

The Second Amended Complaint was filed in this case solely as a courtesy to counsel for 

Torrance and at their request.  This professional courtesy is now inappropriately being used to waste 

time and cause delay by an incredibly disingenuous and misinformed objection.  Counsel for 

Plaintiff e-filed the SAC complaint on time and as ordered, but it was stricken and a manual copy 

ordered filed.  Counsel for Plaintiff immediately complied but learned from the Court Clerk that it 

had not been received and as such the Court issued a new order after conversations between 

Counsel and the Clerk.  Counsel for Plaintiff immediately sent another copy for manual filing as 

ordered and subsequently uploaded it as requested in full compliance with the Courts Second order. 
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The First amended complaint has been answered and is essentially the same as the Second 

Amended Complaint.  Given Counsel for Torrance’s new position, Plaintiff has no problem and 

hereby stipulates to the Court striking the Second Amended Complaint and basing the Motions for 

Summary Judgment due at the end of the month upon the First Amended Complaint already at issue 

in this case and ripe for Judicial Review as stipulated to by the orders and ordered by the court at 

the Case Management Hearing. 

 

December 6, 2011     ___/s/_____________________ 

      Jonathan W. Birdt 
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